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Abgtract : Epistemology of Relativism ispopular in current research of evidence law in China, which has
made the sense of justice change. Finding substantive truth is deemed to be imposshble, $ procedura jus
tice has risen beyond substantive justice. Under the influence of this pergective, the suit has become a
game in courts whose essence isonly the fighting for win or lost rather for right or wrong. When a court
is no longer aplace to find the truth, a new trend appears to look down upon the litigation procedure,
with which ample procedure and plea bargai ns are i ntroduced frequently. To prevent that the substantia
injugtice is concealed by the procedura justice, we should review the value of oljective truth again.

Key words: epistemology , relativism, judicid game, objective truth




